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materialism fails to bridge over the distance between the one region and the other ? It may be replied that this is an argument based not on knowledge but on ignorance, and addressed not to knowledge but to ignorance. Because we do not know that purely physical forces can construct a living cell as we know that they can build up a crystal, we infer that they cannot do the former. But logic warrants no such inference. A solution of continuity, a chasm, in knowledge is no proof that there is a solution of continuity or chasm in nature. Ignorance cannot be legitimately reasoned from as if it were knowledge.
Further, Is not the gap in science being gradually filled up ? Is not knowledge as it advances making it apparent that there is no gap in nature at the point indicated ? In the light of recent science we cannot but vividly realise that matter is capable of transformations so diversified and wonderful that we must be very cautious before we venture to assign limits to its powers of adaptation, change, and efficiency. The same particle of it may in succession be a constituent of a drop of dew, of an invisible vapour, of a crystal of snow, of a mineral, of the stem, sap, flower, or fruit of a plant, and of the flesh, blood, bone, or brain of man, performing necessarily very different functions in the several instances. Crystallisation is a process scarcely less marvellous in itself and in its